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VIA ECFS

Marlene H. Dortch 
Secretary 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Re: Applications of Charter Communications, Inc., Time Warner Cable Inc., 
and Advance/Newhouse Partnership for Consent to the Transfer of Control 
of Licenses and Authorizations, MB Docket No. 15-149
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Dear Ms. Dortch, 

Time Warner Cable Inc. (“TWC”) hereby submits a supplemental response to the 
Commission’s Information and Data Request, dated September 21, 2015 (the “Request”).
Pursuant to the Protective Order,1 TWC submits the Public version of this filing via electronic 
filing.  A Highly Confidential version of this submission is being filed simultaneously under 
separate cover and will be made available for inspection pursuant to the terms of the Protective 
Order.

TWC has made diligent efforts to ensure that none of the documents it is submitting 
herewith are privileged under the attorney-client privilege or attorney work product doctrine. To 
the extent that any privileged documents may have been inadvertently produced, such production 
does not constitute a waiver of any applicable privilege. TWC requests that any privileged 
documents inadvertently produced be returned to TWC as soon as such inadvertent production is 
discovered by any party, and reserves all rights to seek the return of any such documents. 

1 Applications of Charter Communications, Inc., Time Warner Cable Inc., and 
Advance/Newhouse Partnership For Consent To Assign or Transfer Control of Licenses 
and Authorizations, Protective Order, MB Docket No. 15-149, FCC 15-100 (rel. Sept. 11, 
2015).
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Please contact the undersigned should you have any questions. 

      Respectfully submitted, 

/s/ Matthew A. Brill 

      Matthew A. Brill 
      of LATHAM & WATKINS LLP 

Counsel for Time Warner Cable Inc. 

Enclosures

cc: Owen Kendler 
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INTERROGATORIES AND RESPONSES 

SPECIFICATION 3: 

Describe, and identify documents sufficient to show, the Company’s past and current 
business and deployment plans with respect to: 

(a) DOCSIS 3.1; 

(b) IP cable and Wi-Fi access; 

(c) mobile wireless broadband services; 

(d) any OVD service inside or outside of the Company’s current service area; 

(e) wireless backhaul services; 

(f) Build-out to additional homes in your footprint or franchise area, including the 
Application’s claim that the Company will “build out one million line extensions of our 
networks to homes in our franchise area”; 

(g) IP set-top-boxes; 

(h) user interfaces and programming guides for subscribers; 

(i) increasing speeds for Internet broadband services; 

(j) business services; and 

(k) time-shifted and place-shifted video programming. 

October 13, 2015 Response to Specification 3(d): 

See
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Supplemental Response to Specification 3(d): 
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SPECIFICATION 10: 

Identify each instance, including the relevant dates, where an MVPD has discussed with 
you or any of your officers, directors, or executives raising, threatened to raise, or has 
raised, a program access complaint as a means to obtain the right to distribute video 
programming in which you or any of your officers, directors, or executives, or any entity 
sharing officers, directors, executives or attributable interest holders with New Charter, 
has an attributable interest or has distribution rights, including via VOD and PPV, and 
separately for each type of video programming (i.e., standard or high definition), describe: 

(a) the nature of the dispute or issue; 

(b) the persons involved in the dispute; and 

(c) how and whether the dispute or issue was resolved. To the extent the dispute was 
settled, explain whether the settlement required program access to the complaining party, 
and produce all documents relating to each instance identified, and any settlement thereof. 

Response to Specification 10: 

{{
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Supplemental Response to Specification 10: 
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SPECIFICATION 15: 

Identify each instance in which the Company analyzed or considered introducing or 
acquiring an OVD service (including in-footprint service or out-of-footprint service) and 
for each such instance: 

(a) describe the timing of the analysis or consideration; 

(b) describe the service, including content, projected prices, and customers to which it 
would be offered, including whether the intended customers would be existing customers, 
other customers within your footprint, and customers outside your footprint; 

(c) discuss any decision made and the reasons for the decision or factors considered; 

(d) identify all employees or agents of the Company involved in the analysis or 
consideration;

(e) provide all documents related to the analysis and consideration; and 

(f) identify documents sufficient to support your answers for each (a), (b), (c), and (d) 
above.

Response to Specification 15:

See

Supplemental Response to Specification 15: 

See

REDACTED – FOR PUBLIC INSPECTION



SPECIFICATION 24: 

Describe, and produce all documents relating to, reflecting, or describing, the Company’s 
pricing of integrated and unintegrated cable modems, and billing policies and practices, in 
effect at any time between January 1, 2012 and the present. 

Response to Specification 24: 

i.e.

See
See also

Supplemental Response to Specification 24: 

See
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SPECIFICATION 25: 

Separately for each cable modem billing policy or practice identified state: 

(a) when the Company established the policy or practice and the reasons for the policy or 
practice and altering or abandoning any prior policy or practice; 

(b) any change to the policy or practice that has occurred at any time since January 1, 
2012, including but not limited to, the date when the change in policy or practice took effect 
and the reasons for the change; and 

(c) all effects that the transaction, if consummated, would have on any policy or practice. 

Response to Specification 25: 

See

Response to Specification 25(b): 

Response to Specification 25(c): 

See Application of Charter 
Communications, Inc., Time Warner Cable Inc., and Advance/Newhouse Partnership for 
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Consent to the Transfer of Control of Licenses and Authorizations

Supplemental Response to Specification 25(b): 
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SPECIFICATION 61: 

At page 27, the Application asserts that New Charter will make wireless a larger piece of its 
broadband strategy by establishing “widespread, consumer-friendly out-of-home Wi-Fi 
networks.” Paragraph 15 of the Winfrey Declaration states that “New Charter also will 
evaluate the merits of leveraging in-home routers as public Wi-Fi access points and will 
have greater resources to devote to such a strategy.” Describe and explain in detail, and 
identify documents that support and demonstrate: 

(a) the Wi-Fi technology you plan to deploy and provide the number of in-home and the 
number of out-of-home Wi-Fi access points and their locations — in .cvs format — by 
census block and latitude and longitude; 

(b) your plans both with and without the transaction to expand both in- and out-of-home 
Wi-Fi access points, including your coverage and capacity objectives; 

(c) how the transaction will allow New Charter to invest more efficiently in the technology 
and infrastructure to support delivery of a Wi-Fi network; 

(d) how construction of your Wi-Fi network will enable New Charter to make wireless a 
larger piece of its broadband Internet access service strategy; 

(e) why, and to what extent, leveraging in-home routers as public Wi-Fi access points is a 
benefit and will be part of New Charter’s Wi-Fi network; 

(f) whether and why New Charter would have “greater resources to devote to such a 
strategy;” and 

(g) the services and products against which New Charter’s Wi-Fi access points will 
compete, including the identity of New Charter’s largest anticipated competitors. 

October 13, 2015 Response to Specification 61(a): 

October 13, 2015 Response to Specification 61(b): 

See

October 13, 2015 Response to Specification 61(c): 
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Supplemental Response to Specification 61(a): 

See

Supplemental Response to Specification 61(b): 

see
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SPECIFICATION 73: 

With respect to TWC Maxx: 

(a) provide a list and produce and identify documents sufficient to determine: 

 (i) all cable systems (organized by DMA) that have been converted to TWC Maxx as 
of August 1, 2015; 

 (ii) all cable systems (organized by DMA) that the Company currently plans to 
convert to TWC Maxx by the end of 2015; 

 (iii) all cable systems (organized by DMA) that the Company currently plans to 
convert to TWC Maxx after 2015; and 

 (iv) all cable systems (organized by DMA) that the Company has no current plans to 
convert to TWC Maxx; and 

(b) describe, and produce and identify documents to demonstrate: 

 (i) the Company’s planned deployment of TWC Max by the end of 2015, after 2015, 
and where the Company does not plan to deploy TWC Maxx without the proposed 
transaction;

 (ii) the Company’s planned deployment of TWC Maxx by the end of 2015, after 
2015, and where the Company does not plan to deploy TWC Maxx with the proposed 
transaction; and 

 (iii) how the Transaction will either accelerate or decelerate the Company’s current 
TWC Maxx deployment plans. 

October 13 Response to Specification 73(a)(i):

• 
• 
• 

• 
• 
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• 
• 

• 

October 13 Response to Specification 73(a)(ii): 

• 
 
 
 
 

• 

• 

October 13 Response to Specification 73(a)(iii):
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• 
 

October 13 Response to Specification 73(a)(iv): 

October 13 Response to Specification 73(b)(i): 

October 13 Response to Specification 73(b)(ii):

October 13 Response to Specification 73(b)(iii):

Supplemental Response to Specification 73: 
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• 
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